INDEX 


ABORTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 4. 
ACQUISITION OF BANKS. Sce Bank Holding Company Act of 1956. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Bank Holding Company Act 
of 1956: Interstate Commerce Act; Judicial Review; Natural Gas 
Act; Railway Labor Act. 


ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VIII; 
Stays, 10. 

ADVISORY REFERENDUMS. See Injunctions. 

AFFIRMANCE OF SENTENCE AND CONVICTION AS VIOLATION 
OF DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5. 

AID TO NEEDY AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED. See Constitutional 
Law, VII. 

ALABAMA. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 4; Jurisdiction. 

ALIENS. See Bail. 

ALTERNATIVE INCOME TAX. Sce Internal Revenue Code, 1. 

ANTIFRAUD PROVISIONS OF SECURITIES LAWS. See Pensions. 

ANTITRUST ACTS. See Federal-State Relations. 

APPEALS. 


1. Supreme Court’s jurisdiction—Constitutionality of federal statute— 
Three-judge District Court judgment—Appeal from a three-judge Dis- 
trict Court judgment rejecting constitutional attack on §3 of Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act, governing registration of pes- 
ticides, is dismissed for want of jurisdiction, where three-judge court was 
improperly convened because attack was on agency practice, not on stat- 
ute. Mobay Chemical Corp. v. Costle, p. 320. 


2. Supreme Court’s jurisdiction—Declaratory judgment—Three-judge 


District Court—This Court has no jurisdiction under 28 U. S. C. § 1253 
over appeals from three-judge District Court’s declaratory judgment 
invalidating state statutes. Carey v. Wynn, p. 8. 


ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 2. 
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AUTHORITY OF FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
TO GRANT NATURAL GAS RATE RELIEF. See Judicial Re- 
view; Natural Gas Act. 


AUTOMATIC EXEMPTION OF WOMEN FROM JURIES. Sce Con- 
stitutional Law, IV, 3-5. 
AUTOMOBILE MANUFACTURERS OR DEALERS. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I; II, 2; Federal-State Relaticns. 
AUTOMOBILE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
BAD-DEBT DEDUCTIONS. See Internal Revenue Code, 2. 
BAIL. 
Alien—Bail pending appeal_—Vietnamese citizen’s application for bail 


pending appeal from espionage conviction is granted. Truong Dinh Hung 
v. United States (BRENNAN, J., in chambers), p. 1326. 
BANKAMERICARD PROGRAM. Sce National Bank Act. 

BANK HOLDING COMPANY ACT OF 1956. 

Disapproval of bank holding company—Financial or managerial un- 
soundness as sole ground—Federal Reserve System Board of Governors- 
has authority under §3 (c) of Act to disapprove formation of bank hold- 
ing company solely on grounds of financial or managerial unsoundness, 
and this authority is not limited to instances in which such unsoundness 
would be caused or exacerbated by proposed transaction. Board of Gov- 
ernors, FRS v. First Lincolnwood Corp., p. 234. 


BANKS. See Bank Holding Company Act of 1956; National Bank Act. 
‘*‘BEEPERS.’’ See Stays, 5 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS, FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. See 
Bank Holding Company Act of 1956. 


BOSTON, MASS. See Stays, 6. 
BURDEN OF PROOF. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


CALIFORNIA. Sce Constitutional Law, I; IJ, 1; Federal-State Rela- 
tions; Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 


CAPITAL GAINS. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 5. 


CHARITABLE SET-ASIDES FROM CAPITAL GAINS. See Internal 
Revenue Code, 1. 


‘‘CHECKERBOARD’’ PATTERN OF STATE JURISDICTION OVER 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, ill, 1. 


CITIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 4; Jurisdiction; Stays, 6. 
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CITY EXPENDITURES IN SUPPORT OF REFERENDUM PRO- 
POSAL. See Stays, 6. 


CIVIL CONTEMPT. See Stays, 3, 4. 
CIVIL RIGHTS. Sce Civil Rights Act of 1964; Stays, 12-18. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 


Employment discrimination—Prima facie case—Rebuttal—Where Court 
of Appeals in employment discrimination action appears to have imposed 


heavier burden on employer than Furnco Construction Co. v. Waters 

438 U.S. 567 requires as to meeting employee's prima facie case of dis- 

crimination, its judgment is vacated and case is remanded for reconsidera- 

tion. Board of Trustees v. Sweeney, p. 24 

CLINICS. See Stays, 8, 9. 

COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. Scc Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Judg- 
ments. 


COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. Scc Railway Labor 
Act. 


COLUMBUS, OHIO. Sce Stays, 12. 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY. Scec Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 


COMPUTATION OF ALTERNATIVE INCOME TAX. Sce Internal 
Revenue Code, 1. 


CONFESSIONS. Sce Stays, 10. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 


I. Delegation of Puwer. 
Automobil: jrant hises 


locating —Scheme of California Automobile Franchise Act does not con- 





statutory requirements for opening or re- 


stitute an impermissible delegation of state power to ay te citizens by 
requiring New Motor Vehicle Board to delay automobile franchise estab- 


lishments and dunia only when protested te existing franchisees 
New Motor Vehicle Bd. of Cal. v. Orrin W. Fox Co., p. 96 
II. Due Process. 

1. Automobile franchises—State statutory requirements for opening o 
relocating Scheme of California Automobile Franchise Act with respect 
to opening or relocating of automobile dealerships does not violate du 
process. New Motor Vehicle Bd. of Cal. v. Orrin W. Fox Co., p. 96. 

2. Out-of-state attorne 





to appear pro hac vice—Interest of 
out-of-state attorneys, who were not admitted to Ohio Bar, in representing 
defendants in Ohio criminal prosecution is not cognizable property or 
liberty interest under Fourteenth Amendment, and hence Constitution 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
did not obligate Ohio courts to accord attorneys procedural due process 
on their application to appear pro hac vice. Leis v. Flynt, p. 438. 

3. “Police jurisdiction” statutes—Alabama “police jurisdiction” statutes 
that extend municipal police, sanitary, and business-licensing powers over 
those residing within three miles of corporate boundaries without per- 
mitting such residents to vote in municipal elections, do not violate due 
process. Holt Civic Club v. Tuscaloosa, p. 60. 

4. State statutory abortion requirements—Vagueness—Provisions of 
Pennsylvania Abortion Control Act requiring physician, if he determines 
that fetus “is viable,” or “if there is sufficient reason to believe that th 
fetus may be viable,” to exercise certain standard of care to preserve 
fetus’ life and health and to use certain abortion technique, are unconstitu- 
tionally vague. Colautti v. Franklin, p. 379. 

5. Unconstitutional affirmance of death sentence and conviction— 
Georgia Supreme Court’s affirmance, based on underlying rape charge of 
which accused was not properly tried and convicted, of death sentence for 
murder and of kidnaping conviction violates due process. Presnell \ 
Georgia, p. 14. 


III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. “Checkerboard” pattern of state jurisdiction over Indian reserva- 
tions —“Checkerboard” pattern of state jurisdiction over Indian reserva- 
tions ordained by Washington statute is not on its face invalid under 
Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth Amendment. Washington v. 
Yakima Indian Nation, p. 463. 

2. First-degree murder—Jury conviction—Mandatory life imprison- 
ment.—New Jersey sentencing scheme under which life imprisonment is 
mandatory punishment for first-degree murder jury convictions while de- 
fendant pleading non vult may be sentenced to either life imprisonment 
or lesser term prescribed for second-degree murder, does not infringe right 
to equal protection under Fourteenth Amendment of defendant who was 
convicted by jury of first-degree murder and accordingly sentenced to life 
imprisonment. Corbitt v. New Jersey, p. 212. 

3. Inheritance by illegitimate children—State restrictions—New York 
Court of Appeals’ judgment upholding, against contention that it violated 
Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth Amendment, New York statute 
lowing an illegitimate child to inherit from his intestate father only if 
t court of competent jurisdiction has, during father’s lifetime, entered an 
order declaring paternity, is affirmed. Lalli v. Lalli, p. 259. 

4. “Police jurisdiction” statutes—Alabama “police jurisdiction” statutes 
that extend municipal police, sanitary, and business-licensing powers over 
those residing within three miles of corporate boundaries without per- 


INDEX 1403 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued 

mitting such residents to vote in municipal elections, do not violate Equal 
Protection Clause of Fourteenth Amendment. Holt Civie Club v. Tusca- 
loosa, p. 60 

IV. Freedom of Speech. 


Public employees—Private communications 





A public employee (such 
is petitioner, who was dismissed from employment as a teacher for com- 
plaints and opinions expressed privately to school principal) does not for- 
feit his First Amendment protection against governmental abridgment of 
freedom of speech when he arranges to communicate privately with his 
employer rather than to express his views publicly. Givhan v. Western 
Line Consolid. School Dist., p. 410 
V. Privilege Against Self-Incrimination. 

First-deqree murder—Jury conviction—Mandatory life mprisonment — 
New Jersey sentencing scheme under which life imprisonment is mandatory 
punishment for first-degree murder jury convictions while defendants 


pleading non vult may be sentenced to either life imprisonment or lesser 


term prescribed for second-degree murder, does not impose unconstitu- 
tional burden on Fifth and Fourteenth Amendment right against self- 
incrimination of defendant who was convicted by jury of first-degree mur- 
der and accordingly sentenced to life imprisonment. Corbitt v. New 
Jersey, p. 212. 

VI. Right to Jury Trial. 

1. Efect of collateral estoppel—Use of collateral estoppel to prevent 
petitioners from relitigating, in stockholder’s action against them, issue 
resolved against them in action by Securities and Exchange Commission, 
of whether proxy statement issued by them was materially false and mis- 
leading, would not violate petitioners’ Seventh Amendment right to a 
jury trial. Parklane Hosiery Co. v. Shore, p. 322 

2. First-deqree murder—Jury conviction—Mandatory life imprison- 
ment—New Jersey sentencing scheme under which life imprisonment is 
mandatory punishment for first-degree murder jury convictions while de- 
fendants pleading non vult may be sentenced to either life imprisonment 
or lesser term prescribed for second-degree murder, does not impose uncon- 
stitutional burden on Sixth and Fourteenth Amendment jury trial right of 
defendant who was convicted by jury of first-degree murder and accord- 
ingly sentenced to life imprisonment. Corbitt v. New Jersey, p. 212 


9 


3. Selection of jury—Ezxemption of women—Exemption on request of 


women from jury service under Missouri law, resulting in an average of 
less than 15% women on jury venires in forum county, violates “fair cross 
section” requirement of Sixth Amendment as made applicable to States by 
Fourteenth. Duren v. Missouri, p. 357 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

4. Selection of jury—Exemption of women—Missouri Supreme Court 
and Missouri Court of Appeals judgments affirming convictions as against 
fair-cross-section claims based on exemption of women from juries, are 
vacated, and cases are remanded for reconsideration in light of Duren v. 
Missouri, ante, p. 357. Lee v. Missouri, p. 461. 

5. Selection of jury—Exemption of women——Missouri Supreme Court’s 
judgment rejecting petitioner’s challenge, on appeal of his conviction, to 
Missouri statute allowing any woman who so elects to be excused from jury 
service, is vacated, and case is remanded for reconsideration in light of 
Duren v. Missouri, ante, p. 357. Harlin v. Missouri, p. 459. 

VII. Right to Travel. 

Supplemental Security Income benefits not payable when recipient 
abroad.—Section 1611 (f) of Social Security Act, which provides that 
SSI benefits are not to be paid for any month that recipient is outside 
United States, does not impose an impermissible burden on freedom of 
international travel in violation of Fifth Amendment. Califano v. Azna- 
vorina, p. 170. 

VIII. Searches and Seizures. 

Nonowner passengers’ right to challenge search of automobile—Non- 
owner passengers in suspected robbery getaway car were not entitled to 
challenge, on Fourth Amendment grounds, search of glove compartment 
and area under seat where police found and seized shells and rifle ad- 
mitted in evidence at robbery trial. Rakas v. Illinois, p. 128. 
CONSTRUCTION OF WARM SPRINGS DAM. Sce Stays, 2. 
CONTEMPT. See Stays, 1, 3, 4. 


CONVENING OF THREE-JUDGE DISTRICT COURT. See Appeals, 
1; Jurisdiction. 


COUNTY SCHOOL BOARDS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1, 2. 


COURTS OF APPEALS. See Interstate Commerce Act; Judicial Re- 
vie'v; Railway Labor Act; Stays, 1. 


CREDIT CARDS. See National Bank Act. 
CRIMINAL CONTEMPT. See Stays, 1. 


CRIMINAL LAW. Sce Bail; Constitutional Law, II, 5; III, 2; V; VI, 
2-5; VIII; Extradition; Stays, 1, 3-5. 10, 11, 19, 20. 


DAYTON, OHIO. See Stays, 13, 14. 
DEATH SENTENCES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 5. 
DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See Appeals, 2. 
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DEDUCTIONS FOR BAD DEBTS. Sce Internal Revenue Code, 2. 
DELEGATION OF POWER. See Constitutional Law, I. 
DESEGREGATION OF SCHOOLS. See Stays, 12-18. 


DETERMINATION OF FETUS’ VIABILITY. Sce Constitutional Law, 
IT, 4. 


DISCHARGE OR DISMISSAL FROM EMPLOYMENT. See Constitu- 
tional Law, IV. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Stays, 12-18. 
DISTRICT COURTS. See Appeals; Jurisdiction; Railway Labor Act. 


DIVISION OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEZS’ RETIREMENT BENE- 
FITS. See Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 


DIVORCE. See Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 
DRUG OFFENSES. See Stays, 5. 
DUE PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, II. 


ELECTIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 4; Voting Rights Act 
of 1965. 


EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974. See 
Pensions. 


EMPLOYEE SOLICITATION BY LABOR UNIONS. See National 
Labor Relations Act. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Con- 
stitutionai Law, IV; National Labor Relations Act; Pensions; Rail- 
way Labor Act; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW. See Stays, 2. 
EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. Sce Constitutional Law, III. 
EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT. See Injunctions. 


EVIDENCE. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional Law, VIII; 
Stays, 10. 


EXCLUSION OF CHARITABLE SET-ASIDES FROM TAXABLE 
CAPITAL GAINS. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 


EXCLUSION OR EXEMPTION OF WOMEN FROM JURY SERVICE. 
See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


EXECUTIVE GRANT OF EXTRADITION. See Extradition. 
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EXPENDITURE OF CITY FUNDS IN SUPPORT OF REFERENDUM 
PROPOSAL. See Stays, 6. 
EXTRADITION. 

Executive grant of extradition—Probable cause—Judicial inquiry pre- 
cluded—Once asylum State’s Governor has acted on requisition for ex- 
tradition based on demanding State’s judicial determination that proba- 
ble cause existed, no further judicial inquiry may be had on that issue 
in asylum State. Michigan v. Doran, p. 282. 

‘*PFATR CROSS SECTION’’ REQUIREMENT FOR JURIES. See Con- 
stitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

FALSE PROXY STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Judg- 
ments. 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION. See Judicial Re- 
view; Natural Gas Act. 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES. Sce Internal Revenue Code. 

FEDERAL INSECTICIDE, FUNGICIDE, AND RODENTICIDE ACT. 
See Appeals, 1. 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. See Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Railroad Retirement Act 
of 1974. 


State regulation of automobile franchises—“State action” exemption 
from antitrust laws—California Automobile Franchise Act does not con- 
flict with Sherman Act but is outside reach of antitrust laws under “state 
action” exemption. New Motor Vehicle Bd. of Cal. v. Orrin W. Fox 
Co., p. 96. 


FETUSES’ VIABILITY. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
PIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VII. 


FINANCE CHARGE ON CREDIT CARD UNPAID BALANCES. See 
National Bank Act. 


FINANCIAL OR MANAGERIAL UNSOUNDNESS AS GROUND FOR 
DISAPPROVING BANK HOLDING COMPANY. See Bank Hold- 
ing Company Act of 1956. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; Stays, 3, 4, 19, 20. 

FIRST-DEGREE MURDER. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2, 3; III; 
V; VI, 2-5. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Stays, 5. 
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FREEDOM OF INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL. See Constitutional Law, 
VIL. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Stays, 3, 4, 19, 20. 

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, II, 5. 

GOVERNOR’S GRANT OF EXTRADITION. See Extradition. 

HAND-DELIVERY MAIL SERVICE. See Stays, 7. 

HOLDING COMPANIES. ‘Sce Bank Holding Company Act of 1956. 

HOMICIDE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 

HOSPITALS. See National Labor Relations Act. 

ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

IN CAMERA INSPECTION. See Stays, 4. 

INCOME TAXES. Sec Internal Revenue Code. 

INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, V. 

INDIANS. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

1. State jurisdict on over Indian reservations—Section 6 of Pub. L. 280 
does not reeuire disclaimer States to amend their constitutions to make 
an effective acceptance of jurisdiction over an Indian reservation, and her 
Washington, having enacted legislation obligating State to assume juris- 
diction under Pub. L. 280 and thus having effectively repealed state 
constitutional disclaimer, has satisfied §6’s procedural requirements 


Washington v. Yakima Indian Nation, p. 463. 


2 State jur sd ction over lh dian eser ations —( mee procedural re quire - 
ments of §6 of Pub. L. 280 have been satisfied, §7 governs scope of 
jurisdiction over Indian reservations conferred upon disclaimer States, and 
here statutory authorization for partial subject-matter and geographic 
jurisdiction asserted by Washington is found in words of §7 permitting 


option States to assume 


jurisdiction “in such manner” as people of Stat« 


shall “by affirmative legislative action, obligate and bind the State to 
assumption thereof.” Washington v. Yakima Indian Nation, p. 463 
INHERITANCE BY ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. Sce Constitutional 
Law, III, 3. 
INJUNCTIONS. See also Stays, 1, 2, 6, 7. 
Advisory referendum—Equal Rights Amendment—aApplication to en- 
join placement on Nevada ballot of advisory referendum for state legisla- 


ture’s benefit on Equal Rights Amendment, is denied. Kimble v. Swack- 
hamer (Reunouist, J., in chambers), p. 1385. 
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INTEREST ON CREDIT CARD UNPAID BALANCES. See National 
Bank Act. 


INTERIM TERMINAL SURCHARGES BY RAILROADS. See Inter- 
state Commerce Act. 


INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. 

1. Long-term capital gains—Estate—Alternative income tax—Exclusion 
of charitable set-asides—Net long-term capital gains to which alternative 
income tax of a decedent’s estate 1s applicable are reducible by amount set 
aside for charitable purposes pursuant to decedent’s will. United Cali- 
fornia Bank v. United States, p. 180. 

2. Write-down of “excess” inventory—Bad-debt reserve —Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue did not abuse his discretion either in determining that 
petitioner tool manufacturer’s write-down of “excess” inventory failed to 
reflect. its 1964 income clearly or in recomputing a “reasonable” addition 
to petitioner’s bad-debt reserve according to formula of Black Motor Co 
v. Commissioner, 41 B. T. A. 300. Thor Power Tool Co. v. Commissioner, 


p 599 


ike. 


INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL RIGHTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 

Railroads—Retirement taxes s—IJnterim surcharges—T rust fund—Court 
of Appeals’ authority—Court of Appeals’ imposition of trust fund on 
interim terminal surcharge approved by Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to offset increased railroad retirement taxes is contrary to § l5a 
(6)(b) of Act. Long Island R. Co. v. Aberdeen & Rockfish R. Co., p. 1 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. Sce Interstate Commerce 

Act. 
INTERSTATE EXTRADITION. Sce Extradition. 
INVENTORY ACCOUNTING. Sce Internal Revenue Code, 2. 


INVESTMENT CONTRACTS. Sce Pensions. 


JUDGMENTS. Sce also Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 
Collateral estoppe : Petitione rs, who had a “full and fair” opportunity, 
in Securities and Exchange Commission’s action against them, to litigat 


issue, resolved against them, of whether proxy statement issued by them 
was materially false and misleading, are coilaterally estopped from reliti- 
gating such issue in stockholder’s action against them. Parklane Hosiery 
Co. v. Shore, p. 322 
JUDICIAL REVIEW. Sce also Extradition; Interstate Commerce Act; 
Railway Labor Act. 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission—Ratemaking authority—Court 

Court of Appeals encroached upon FERC’s ratemaking au- 





Oo} Appeals. 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW—Continued. 
thority when it strongly suggested that FERC is required to grant relief 
to respond nt natural gas producers as long as increase in royalty costs 18 
not imprudent and relief when granted will merely sustain rather than 
increase producers’ profits. FERC vy. Pennzoil Producing Co., p. 508 
JURISDICTION. See also Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 1; In- 
dians. 
Three-judge District Court—Challenge to “police jui sdiction” stat- 


utes—Convening of three-judge District Court under then-applicabl 28 
U. S. C. § 2281 (1970 ed.) was proper in action challenging constitution- 
ality of Alabama “police jurisdiction” statutes. Holt Civie Club v. Tus- 


ealoosa, p. 60 

JURY SELECTION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
JURY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
JUVENILE DELINQUENTS. Sce Stays, 10. 

LABOR UNIONS. Sce National Labor Relations Act. 
LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR PUBLIC EMPLOYEES SEEKING 
ELECTIVE OFFICE. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1. 


LEGITIMATE EXPECTATION OF PRIVACY. See Constitutional 
Law, VIII. 


LIBERTY INTERESTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 

LIFE IMPRISONMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 
LONG-TERM CAPITAL GAINS. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 
LOS ANGELES, CAL. See Stays, 17, 18. 

MAIL SERVICE. See Stays, 7. 

MALPRACTICE. See Stays, 8, 9. 

MANDAMUS. See Stays, 8, 9. 


MANDATORY LIFE IMPRISONMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 
a; ¥; Va, 2 


MASSACHUSETTS. See Stays, 6. 


MATERIALLY FALSE AND MISLEADING PROXY STATEMENTS. 
See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Judgments. 


MEDICAL MALPRACTICE. See Stays, 8, 9. 
MINNESOTA. See National Bank Act. 
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MISLEADING PROXY STATEMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 
1; Judgments. 


MISSOURI. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 4; 
Jurisdiction; Stays, 6. 


MUNICIPAL EXPENDITURES IN SUPPORT OF REFERENDUM 
PROPOSAL. See Stays, 6. 


MURDER. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 
NARCOTICS OFFENSES. See Stays, 5. 
NATIONAL BANK ACT. 


Bank’s out-of-state credit card customers—Allowable interest rate— 
Provision of Act authorizing national bank “to charge sn any loan” inter- 
est at rate allowed by laws of State “where the bank is located,” permits 
national bank in Nebraska to charge its Minnesota BankAmericard cus- 
tomers higher interest rate on unpaid balances, as sanctioned by Ne- 
braska law, than is permitted by Minnesota. Marquette Nat. Bank v. 
First of Omaha Corp., p. 299. 


NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1969. Sce Stays, 2. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. 

Hospital—No-solicitation rule—Unfair labor practice—Court of Ap- 
peals’ judgment refusing to enforce National Labor Relations Board’s 
order invalidating, as unfair labor practice under § 8 (a) (1) of Act, opera- 
tion of hospital’s no-solicitation rule in its cafeteria is vacated, and case 
is remanded for reconsideration in light of Beth Israel Hospital v. NLRB, 


Qo” 


437 U. 8. 483. NLRB v. Baylor University Medical Center, p. 9. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See National Labor Re- 
lations Act. 

NATURAL GAS ACT. 

Special rate relief—Escalating royalty costs—Federal Energy Regula- 
tory Commission’s authority —Act does not deny FERC authority to give 
special rate relief to producers where escalating royalty costs are a func- 
tion of, or otherwise based upon, an unregulated market price for product 
whose sale in interstate market is regulated by FERC. FERC v. Pennzoil 
Producing Co., p. 508. 

NATURAL GAS PRODUCERS. See Judicial Review; Natural Gas Act. 
NEBRASKA. See National Bank Act. 


NEEDY AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED. Sce Constitutional Law, 
Vil. 
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NET LONG-TERM CAPITAL GAINS. Sce Internal Revenue Code, 1. 

NEVADA. Sce Injunctions. 

NEW JERSEY. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 

NEWS MEDIA. See Stays, 3, 4, 19, 20. 

NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, ITI, 3. 

NONCONTRIBUTORY, COMPULSORY PENSION PLANS. See Pen- 
sions. 

NONOWNER’S RIGHT TO CHALLENGE SEARCH OF AUTOMO- 
BILE. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 

NON VULT PLEAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 2. 

NO-SOLICITATION RULES. Sce National Labor Relations Act. 

OFFENSIVE COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. Sce Constitutional Law, 
VI, 1; Judgments. 

OHIO. Sce Constitutional Law, IT, 2. 

OPENING OF AUTOMOBILE DEALERSHIPS. Sec Constitutional 
Law, I; II, 1; Federal-State Relations. 

OUT-OF-STATE ATTORNEYS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2. 

PATIENTS’ MEDICAL RECORDS. Sce Stays, 8, 9. 


PENNSYLVANIA ABORTION CONTROL ACT. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 4. 


PENSIONS. 

Pension plan—Applicability of securities laws—Securities Act of 1933 
and Securities Exchange Act of 1934 do not apply to a noncontributory 
compulsory pension plan for employees. Teamsters v. Daniel, p. 551. 
PHYSICIANS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 

PLEAS IN MURDER CASES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI, 


9 


‘*‘POLICE JURISDICTION’’ STATUTES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 


9 


3; III, 4; Jurisdiction. 
POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 2. 


PRESERVATION OF FETUS’ LIFE AND HEALTH. See Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 4. 


PRIMA FACIE CASE OF EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
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PRIVATE COMMUNICATIONS AS PROTECTED SPEECH. See 
Constitutional Law, IV. 


PRIVATE EXPRESS STATUTES. Sce Stays, 7. 
PRIVATE MAIL SERVICE. See Stz ys, 7. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 


PROBABLE CAUSE FOR EXTRADITION. Sce Extradition. 
PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS. Sce Stays, 3, 4, 8, 9, 19, 20. 
PRO HAC VICE APPEARANCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


PROOF OF PATERNITY OF ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 3. 


PROPERTY INTERESTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
PROXY STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Judgments. 


PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965, 1. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Stays, 12-18. 

QUASHING OF SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Stays, 22. 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Stays, 12-18. 
RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. Sce Railway Labor Act. 
RAILROAD RATES. See Interstate Commerce Act. 
RAILROAD RETIREMENT ACT OF 1974. 


Benefits—Divisibility under community property law—Retirement 
benefits payable to railroad employee under Act may not be divided 
under state cominunity property law. Hisquierdo y. Hisquierdo, p. 572. 
RAILROAD RETIREMENT AMENDMENTS OF 1973. Sce Interstate 

Commerce Act. 


RAILWAY LABOR ACT. 

Untimely appeal from wrongful discharge—National Railroad Adjust- 
ment Board’s determination—Unreviewabdility—National Railroad Ad- 
justment Board’s determination that railroad employee had not filed 
appeal from allegedly wrongful discharge within time prescribed by gov- 
erning collective-bargaining agreement was final and binding under §3 
First (q) of Act, and neither District Court nor Court of Appeals had 
authority to disturb such decision. Union Pacific R. Co. v. Sheehan, 
p. 39. 
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RATEMAKING AUTHORITY OF FEDERAL ENERGY REGULA- 
TORY COMMISSION. See Judicial Review; Natural Gas Act. 
RATIONAL BASIS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
REAL PROPERTY TAXES. See Stays, 6. 


REBUTTAL OF PRIMA FACIE CASE OF EMPLOYMENT DISCRIM- 
INATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


REFERENDUMS. Sce Injunctions; Stays, 6. 
REFUSALS TO QUASH SUBPOENA. See Stays, 19, 20. 
REGISTRATION OF PESTICIDES. See Appeals, 1. 


REGULATION OF AUTOMOBILE FRANCHISES OR DEALER- 
SHIPS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; I], 1; Federal-State Relations. 


REGULATION OF NATURAL GAS RATES. See Judicial Review; 
Natural Gas Act. 


REHEARINGS. See Stays, 10. 


RELOCATION OF AUTOMOBILE DEALERSHIPS. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I; II, 1; Federal-State Relations. 


RETIREMENT BENEFITS FOR RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. See 
Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 


RETIREMENT TAXES ON RAILROADS. See Interstate Commerce 
Act. 


RETRIALS. See Stays, 11. 
REVOCATION OF BAIL. Sce Bail. 


RIGHT OF INHERITANCE BY ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. Se 
Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


RIGHT OF INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL. Sce Constitutional Law, 
VI. 


RIGHT TO JURY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


ROYALTIES ON NATURAL GAS. See Judicial Review; Natural Gas 
Act. 


SALE OF NATURAL GAS. Sce Judicial Review; Natural Gas Act. 
SCHOOL BOARDS. Sce Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. See Stays, 12-18. 

SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Stays, 5. 
SECURITIES ACT OF 1933. Sce Pensions. 
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SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934. See Pensions. 


SECURITIES REGULATION. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Judg- 
ments; Pensions. 


SELECTION OF JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
SELF-INCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, V. 
SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 5; III, 2; V; VI, 2. 
SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Stays, 22. 

SEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Federal-State Relations. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 2-5. 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


SOLICITATION OF EMPLOYEES BY LABOR UNIONS. See Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act. 


STANDARD OF CARE FOR PRESERVING FETUS’ LIFE AND 
HEALTH. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


STANDING TO RAISE VICARIOUS FOURTH AMENDMENT 
CLAIMS. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 


“STATE ACTION” EXEMPTION FROM ANTITRUST LAWS. See 
Federal-State Relations. 


STATE JURISDICTION OVER INDIAN RESERVATIONS. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 1; Indians. 


STATE REAL PROPERTY TAXES. See Stays, 6. 


STATE REGULATION OF AUTOMOBILE FRANCHISES OR DEAL- 
ERSHIPS. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1; Federal-State Re- 
lations. 


STAYS. 


1. Affirmance of contempt convictions—Application to stay Court of 
Appeals’ judgment and mandate affirming applicants’ criminal contempt 
convictions for violating District Court’s injunction, is denied. Dolman v. 
United States (ReEHNQuIsT, J., in chambers), p. 1395. 

2. Construction of dam—Application to stay District Court’s order 
denying injunction against construction of Warm Springs Dam is denied. 
Warm Springs Dam Task Force y. Gribble (ReEHNQuIsT, J., in chambers), 
p. 1392. 

3. Contempt—Newspaper—Refusal to obey subpoena—Criminal trial — 
Application by newspaper and reporter to stay New Jersey Supreme 
Court’s order denying stay of trial court’s order holding applicants in 
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STAYS—Continied. 
civil contempt for refusing to obey subpoena for documents for use at 
criminal trial, is denied. New York Times Co. v. Jascalevich (Wurre, J., 
in chambers), p. 1317. 

4. Contempt—Newspaper—Refusal to obey subpoena—Criminal trial — 
Reapplication by newspaper and reporter to stay New Jersey Supreme 
Court’s order declining to stay civil contempt penalties imposed by trial 
court for refusing to obey subpoena to produce documents for in camera 
inspection at criminal trial, is denied. New York Times Co. v. Jascalevich 
(MarsHa.., J., in chambers), p. 1331 





5. Druaq convictions—U se of “beepe r.”—Application to stay Court of 
Appeals’ mandate affirming drug convictions based on evidence obtained 
from “beeper” attached to airplane used to import drugs, is denied 
Miroyan v. United States (ReHNQUuIsT, J., in chambers), p. 1338 

6. Injunct on—City expe nditures supporting re ferendum proposal —Ap- 
plication to stay Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court’s judgment en- 
joining Boston from expending funds in support of referendum proposal 
changing state real property tax system, is granted. Boston v. Anderson 
(BRENNAN, J., in chambers), p. 1: 


> 


38Y 

i Injunct on—Private mail service —Application to stav Court of Ap- 
peals’ affirmance of injunction against operation of private hand-delivery 
mail service is denied 3rennan v. United States Postal Service (Mar- 
SHALL, J., in chambers), p. 1345 








8. Mandamus Malpractice suit-—Ap- 
plication to stay Texas Supreme Court’s order denying mandamus to 


Production of medical records 


overturn trial judge’s order directing applicant medical clinic to produce 
medical records in malpractice suit against it, is denied conditioned on 
protective order. Reproductive Services, Inc. v. Walker (BRENNAN, J., 
in chambers), p. 1307. 

9. Mandamus—Production of medical records—Malpractice suit —Re- 
application to stay Texas Supreme Court’s order denying mandamus to 
overturn trial judge’s order directing applicant medical clinic to produce 
medical records in malpractice suit against it, is granted. Reproductive 
Services, Inc. v. Walker (BRENNAN, J., in chambers), p. 1354. 

10. Rehearing—Juvenile—Criminal trial—Admissibility of confession — 
Application to stay California Supreme Court’s judgment ordering re- 
hearing for juvenile on ground confession relied on in finding him guilty 
of murder was inadmissible, is granted. Fare v. Michael C. (REHNQUIST, 
J., in chambers), p. 1310. 

11. Retrial of murder prosecution—Application to stay California Su- 
perior Court’s retrial of applicant for murder is denied. Divans v. Cali- 
fornia (REHNQUIsT, J., in chambers), p. 1367. 
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STAYS—Continued. 


12. School deseqre gation ord r—Application to stay Court of Appeals’ 
affirmance of desegregation order for Columbus, Ohio, school system is 
granted. Columbus Board of Education vy. Penick (ReHNe@uist, J., in 
chambers), p. 1348 

13. School desegregation order—Application to stay Court of Appeals’ 
judgment and mandate ordering school desegregation plan continued in 
Dayton, Ohio, is denied. Dayton Board of Education v. Brinkman 
(Stewart, J., in chambers), p. 1357 

14. School desearegation orde r—Reapplication to stav Court of Appe ils’ 
judgment and mandate ordering school desegregation plan continued in 
Dayton, Ohio, is denied. Dayton Board of Education v. Brinkman 
(Reunauist, J., in chambers), p. 1358. 


y 


15. School deseareaation order —Application tc 


stay Court of Appeals’ 


affirmance ¢ 


f order prescribing school desegregation plan for Wilmington, 
Del., and suburban districts is denied. Buchanan v. Evans (PRENNAN, 
J., in chambers), p. 1360 

16. School desegregation orde r—Reapplication to stay Court of Appeals’ 
iffirmance of school desegregation order for Wilmington, Del., and sub- 
urban districts is denied. Alexis I. du Pont School District v. Evans 
(RexnNauist, J., in chambers), p: 1375. 

17. School desegregation order—Application to stay California Su- 
preme Court’s order vacating California Court of Appeal’s stay of school 
desegregation order for Los Angeles is denied 3ustop, Inc. v. Los An- 
geles Board of Education (ReHNQuIsT, J., in chambers), p. 1380 

18. School desegregation order- Reapplication to stay California Su- 
preme Court’s order vacating California Court of Appeal’s stay of school 
desegregation order for Los Angeles is denied. Bustop, Inc. v. Los An- 
geles Board of Education (Powe tt, J., in chambers), p. 1384. 

19. Subpoena—Newspaper—Documents for use at criminal trial—Ap- 
plication by newspaper and reporter to stay New Jersey Supreme Court’s 
order denying stay of trial court’s refusal to quash subpoena directing 
ipplicants to produce documents for use in criminal trial, is denied. New 
Yor’: Times Co. vy. Jascalevich (Wuire, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 

20 Sub poe na—Newspaper—Documents for use at criminal trial—Re- 
application by newspaper and reporter to stay New Jersey Supreme 
Court’s order denying stay of trial court’s refusal to quash subpoena 
directing applicants to produce documents for use at criminal trial, is 
denied. New York Times Co. v. Jasealevich (MarsHatu, J., in cham- 
bers), p. 1304. 

21. Trial proceedings—Application to stay California Superior Court 
proceedings in which applicant is a defendant is granted temporarily. 
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STA YS—Continued. 


United Methodist Council v. Superior Court (ReHNgvuist, J., in cham- 
bers), p. 1355 

22. Trial proceedi gs.—Application to stav California Superior Court 
proceedings in which applicant is a defendant and in which court had 
denied applicant’s motion to quash service of process, is denied. United 
Methodist Council v. Superior Court (ReHNovIsT, J., in chambers), p 
1369. 
SUBPOENAS. See Stays, 3, 4, 19, 20. 


SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PROGRAM. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VII. 


SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. Sce Railroad Retirement Act of 1974. 
SUPREME COURT. Sce Appeals. 


SYSTEMATIC EXCLUSION OF WOMEN FROM JURIES. See Con- 
stitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code; Interstate Commerce Act; Stays, 
6. 
TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


TERMINAL SURCHARGES BY RAILROADS. See Interstate Com- 
merce Act. 


THREE-JUDGE DISTRICT COURTS. See Appeals; Jurisdiction. 


TIME LIMITATIONS FOR APPEAL FROM RAILROAD EMPLOY- 
EE’S DISCHARGE. See Railway Labor Act. 


TRAVEL RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
TRIAL BY JURY. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 


TRUST FUNDS FOR INTERIM TERMINAL SURCHARGES BY 
RAILROADS. See Interstate Commerce Act. 


UNDERREPRESENTATION OF WOMEN ON JURIES. See Consti- 
tutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See National Labor Relations Act. 
UNIFORM CRIMINAL EXTRADITION ACT. See Extradition. 
UNIONS. See National Labor Relations Act. 


UNPAID-BALANCE FINANCE CHARGES ON CREDIT CARDS. 
See National Bank Act. 
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UNPAID LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR PUBLIC EMPLOYEES SEEK- 
ING ELECTIVE OFFICE. Sce Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1. 


USURY. See National Bank Act. 


VAGUENESS OF ABORTION REQUIREMENTS. See Constitutional 
Law, IT, 4. 


VIABILITY OF FETUSES. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


VICARIOUS FOURTH AMENDMENT CLAIMS. See Constitutional 
Law, VIII. 


VIOLATION OF INJUNCTIONS. See Stays, 1. 


VOTING RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 4; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965. 


VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. 
1. County school board—Employees seeking elective office—Rule re- 
quiring unpaid leaves of absence—County school board rule requiring em- 


ployees to take unpaid leaves of absence while campaigning for elective 
office is “a standard, practice, or procedure with respect to voting” within 
meaning of §5 of Act. Dougherty County Bd. of Ed. v. White, p. 32. 

2. County school board as within Act-——A county school board is a 
political subdivision within purview of Act when it exercises control over 
electoral process. Dougherty County Bd. of Ed. v. White, p. 32. 
WARM SPRINGS DAM. See Stays, 2. 

WASHINGTON. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Indians. 
WILMINGTON, DEL. See Stays, 15, 16. 
WORDS AND PHRASES. 

1. “A standard, practice, or procedure with respect to voting.” §5, 
Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 U. S. C. §1973c. Dougherty County Bd. 
of Ed. v. White, p. 32. 

2. “Political subdivision.” §5, Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 U. S. C. 
§ 1973c. Dougherty County Bd. of Ed. v. White, p. 32. 

3. “Security.” §2(1), Securities Act of 1933, 15 U. S. C. §77b (1); 
§ 3 (a) (10), Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U. 8. C. § 78¢ (a) (10). 
Teamsters v. Daniel, p. 551. 


WRITE-DOWNS OF EXCESS INVENTORY. Sce Internal Revenue 
Code, 2. 


WRITS OF MANDAMUS. See Stays, 8, 9. 
WRONGFUL DISCHARGES. Sce Railway Labor Act. 
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